agnostic label used for children and youth (APA, 2000) . While uncertainty as to the developmental stability of the syndrome (Lee, Klaver, Hart, Moretti, & Douglas, 2009; Lynam et al., 2009 ) and the lack of empirical evidence regarding its treatability (Gacono & Hughes, 2004) disavow the use of the label as a diagnosis, proper assessment procedures with instruments such as the Psychopathy Checklist: Youth Version (PCL: YV) and the Rorschach Inkblot Method (RIM) are important in order to fully inform both management and intervention services (Gacono & Hughes, 2004; Hughes, Gacono, & Owen, 2007) .
The PCL: YV and RIM with Children and Youth
The PCL: YV consists of both behaviors and personality traits (Hare, 2003) . It is used in clinical, forensic, and research settings, and can be used to assess psychopathy in either a categorical (present/not present) or dimensional manner (low, medium, high; Gacono, Loving, & Bodholdt, 2001; Hare, 2003) . Used in conjunction with the RIM, it holds promise in providing a full picture of a youth's psychological functioning.
The construct of psychopathy is important to consider, as it offers incremental improvement over the DSM-IV Disruptive Behavior Disorder classifications of antisocial youth (Hare, 1991) . Currently, CD criteria within the DSM are focused primarily on observable behaviors (APA, 2000) . Psychopathy encompasses such behaviors while also placing emphasis on the deviant interpersonal and affective features of an individual that extend beyond current CD criteria (Hare, 1991) . Because of the increased risk for violence and aggression, this subgroup requires special consideration beyond examining the diagnosis of CD (Forth, Hart, & Hare, 1990; .
While preliminary research has shown that psychopathic traits may be correctly identified and ranked in terms of severity with adolescents (Forth & Book, 2007; Frick, Bodin, & Barry, 2000) , the DSM-IV-TR nomenclature does not include the term psychopathy (APA, 2000) . Historically, the DSM series has included various descriptors that allowed for further refinement of the CD diagnosis as socialized/undersocialized and aggressive/nonaggressive (APA, 1980) . These descriptors allowed for differentiating the CD individual in a manner that corresponds to psychopathy level. For example, a CD youth who manifested as both undersocialized and aggressive was conceptually similar to a moderate or high PCL: YV scorer. The PCL: YV is useful in that it provides a reliable and valid method for discriminating among CD subtypes by psychopathy level (Loving & Russell, 2000) .
The RIM is a problem-solving task that provides important information for understanding the emotional, social, and cognitive functioning (Exner, 2003; Viglione & Hilsenroth, 2001 ) of children and adolescents (Exner & Erdberg, 2005; Lunardi, 1999; Pierce & Penman, 1998; Socket, 1998; Yalof, Abraham, Domingos & Socket, 2001 ). For example, high or low Lambda levels have been associated with aggressive behavior in youth (Exner & Weiner, 1995) . That is, high Lambda youth lack the cognitive f lexibility required to utilize alternatives to violence, and low Lambda youth are drawn into emotional situations, become overwhelmed, and act impulsively. The RIM has also been used specifically in the assessment of CD, antisocial, and psychopathic personalities Loving & Russell, 2000; Smith, Gacono, & Kaufman, 1997) . Although the RIM does not determine the presence of psychopathy, it provides unique information that complements PCL: YV findings (Gacono, 1998) . This combination of attitudinal/behavioral (i.e., PCL: YV) and performance-based measures (i.e., RIM) helps the clinician to understand the relationship between what an individual says (e.g., "I can control myself") and what they actually do (Teglasi, 2007) . Together, these instruments assess an individual's problem-solving approach, personality traits, and aggressive acts.
Relevant Literature
Although use of the PCL: R has been widely researched with adults (Dematteo, Edens, & Hart, 2010; Hare & Neumann, 2006) , research with the PCL: YV is less well established (Forth et al., 2003; Gretton, Hare, & Catchpole, 2004; Salekin et al., 2004) . Similarly, there is less RIM research with this population. Specifically, there have been approximately 11 studies that have examined both psychopathy (PCL: YV or equivalent) and the RIM in adolescent populations. Many of them included methodological problems that limit their usefulness in understanding psychopathy Gacono, Evans, & Viglione, 2008; Gacono et al., 2001 ).
For example, some studies have been limited by small sample sizes (Loftis, 1997; Loving, 1998; Nunez, 1996; Smith, 1994; Talkington, 2009) , mixed gender samples (Ponder, 1998) , atypical modifications of the PCL: Y V, or lowered cutoff scores (Loftis, 1997; Ponder, 1998) that contributed to an absence or limited number of psychopathic individuals in their samples (af Klinteberg, Johansson, Gacono, & Alm, 2008; Loftis, 1997; Nunez, 1996; Talkington, 2009 ). Others did not compare psychopathy groups (Nunez, 1996) or used dimensional approaches to their study and then presented their findings categorically as if they had compared clearly delineated groups (Ponder, 1998) . Further, some studies were also limited by the use of archival data where the quality and practices of test administration were variable (Dansie, 2004; Loftis, 1997) , or they used various RIM scoring systems (af Klinteberg et al., 2008) . In other samples, RIM data had limited generalizability because of characteristics such as high Lambda, group differences in Lambda, and/or low IQ (Ballard, 2006; Dansie, 2004; Talkington, 2009) . Of the 11 studies conducted in this area, only one study, aside from the sample used here, investigated a school-based population of youth (Loftis, 1997) .
Specifically, Loftis (1997) conducted a doctoral dissertation that examined matched pairs of delinquent and nondelinquent male subjects drawn from both juvenile correctional schools and public schools. The groups were compared on RIM measures of personality functioning to predict which participants were most likely to develop CD, ASPD, and psychopathy by comparing follow-up data and criminality with RIM predictions of behavioral functioning. However, the study did not directly or systematically measure psychopathy.
Two additional published studies are particularly noteworthy. Smith et al. (1997) examined the RIM variables of a community sample of juvenile offenders according to high-and low-scoring psychopathy groups based on an acceptable modification of the PCL-R. Then, Loving and Russell (2000) studied a similar sample of youth using the PCL: YV. Both studies examined RIM variables that were found to interpretively support the construct of psychopathy. Further, those in the higher scoring groups were found to have more extensive behavioral histories.
Despite encouraging preliminary findings, research utilizing the PCL: YV and RIM with this population is in its infancy. While their utility is not in question, fine-tuning their application to school settings, where there are issues of differentiating emotional disturbance (ED) from social maladjustment (SM; Gacono & Hughes, 2004) and the need for specific targeted treatment planning, is only beginning. In this article, we present preliminary findings from a student-based sample and offer suggestions for the use of these instruments in understanding personality functioning to guide treatment planning.
Method Participants
Participants were males aged 13-19 (M = 16.69, SD = 1.14) attending a school for adjudicated youth in Western Pennsylvania, USA. All met the DSM-IV-TR criteria for CD. Students are placed in this setting because they are on probation. Their legal offenses range from truancy to armed robbery, with the exception of murder, arson, and sex offense charges. Approximately 65% of the students are in special education. Length of placement in this setting is determined by the individual needs of the students, as well as by the school administration and probation officers. Students may remain in this setting until graduation even if they are no longer on probation.
Procedures and Measures
Selected measures included the PCL: YV, RIM, and Woodcock-Johnson III Tests of Cognitive Abilities (WJ-III; Woodcock, McGrew, Mather, & Schrank, 2001; Woodcock, McGrew, Schrank, & Mather, 2007) . These measures were administered by a school psychologist and advanced graduate students as part of the routine special education evaluations by the charter school. The same individuals made the diagnosis of CD as part of the typical diagnostic process independent of the study. Those administering the PCL: YV were trained in formal workshops according to an approved training sequence by Robert Hare (see Gacono, 2000; Gacono & Hutton, 1994; Hare, 1991) . The PCL: YV interview schedule by Gacono and Hughes was used in conducting the interviews (also see Gacono 2000) . The RIM was administered according to Comprehensive System guidelines (Exner & Erdberg, 2005) . Exclusion criteria included those students with an IQ of 60 and below, bipolar disorder, psychotic disorders, and RIM protocols with < 14 responses.
All 79 students administered this standard battery of instruments at the time of data analysis were reviewed; of these cases, only 63 met the inclusion criteria. Data from all 63 cases were analyzed for descriptive statistic purposes to provide an understanding of general sample characteristics irrespective of psychopathy level. In addition, the frequencies and quartiles as well as a box-and-whisker plot, were examined for these 63 students. This was conducted so that cutoff scores for psychopathy level could be established for between group comparison of these traits. Based on the distribution of PCL: YV scores according to upper and lower quartile ranges, cutoff scores of 19 and 28 were used for the lowand high-scoring groups, respectively. Consideration of only these groups for comparison resulted in 17 subjects in the low psychopathy group and 12 subjects in the high psychopathy group (total n = 29).
For the purpose of group comparisons, the Egocentricity Index, X +%, Xu%, X-%, and Zd were analyzed utilizing t-tests. Afr, EA, XA%, WSum6, WDA, and Zf were subjected to Mann-Whitney U-tests. The remaining RIM variables were compared by the chi-square (χ²) test: S, FC + CF + C + Cn, V, Y, H, CDI, T, m, COP, AG, Per, M-, P, PTI, R, FD, Level 2 Special Scores, Sum 6, 2AB + Art + Ay: R, Mor, and eb.
We acknowledge having only a limited number of actual psychopaths (> 29, N = 4). Although this does not invalidate the utility of the data in describing our sample, the generalizability of our results is somewhat limited when also considering the following results related to low IQ, high Lambda, and reduced RIM responses.
Results

Reliability Measures
Independent teams blind to the original scores and group membership randomly rescored PCL: YV and RIM protocols. Using 50% of the protocols in the PCL: YV total dataset, interrater reliability was excellent (r = .94; comparable to the PCL: YV manual value of 0.90-0.92; Forth et al., 2003) . For the RIM, the percentage of agreement between scorers on 1/3 of the protocols met or exceeded the standards recommended by Exner, Kinder, and Curtiss (1995) , and are listed as follows: (1) Location and DQ = 95%, (2) Determinants = 91%, (3) FQ = 95%, (4) Pairs = 96%, (5) Contents = 90%, (6) Populars = 99%, (7) Z Scores = 97%, and (8) Special Scores = 88%.
Description of the Overall Adjudicated Youth Sample
A description of the overall population of adjudicated youth (N = 63) is provided in Table 1 , with further descriptive statistics provided in the Appendix. By understanding the areas of core characteristics, controls, stress tolerance, affect, self-perception, thinking and processing, and in- terpersonal functioning, these data may be useful to examiners evaluating populations in similar educational settings. When appropriate, group data are compared to Exner's (2001) 16-year-old nonpatient group (N = 140). When evaluating this RIM data it is essential to consider IQ, R, and Lambda. This particular triad forms a typical response style for an emotionally and cognitively impoverished sample (Bannatyne, Gacono, & Greene, 1999; . While not invalidating the RIM data (as it accurately describes their personality functioning), it does not lend itself to group comparisons where IQ, R, and Lambda are normative. Protocols of subjects with this triad tend to produce constricted protocols dissimilar to content-rich protocols expected in more normative groups.
Core Characteristics
The average age of these male adolescents was 16.69 years old (SD = 1.14). IQ scores ranged from 61 to 103, with an overall mean of 76.62 (SD = 11.06). Overall, the group produced a lower number of responses than Exner's (2001) nonpatient 16-year-olds (CD, R = M = 16.75; NP, 22.89). A high percentage of the sample was Avoidant (CD = 67%; NP, 12%). High Lambdas (CD, M = 1.77; NP, 0.65), a component of the Avoidant style, suggests cognitive constriction and the individual's tendency to simplify the stimulus field by ignoring or denying the complexity or ambiguity of situations and experiences, as well as limited coping strategies and a tendency to act out. This may cause them to become easily overwhelmed (Exner, 2000) . The low number of responses, although characterological of these youth, also contributes to the cognitive and emotional constriction in the production of RIM variables .
Controls
The CD adolescents had fewer available psychological resources compared to similar aged nonpatients (CD, EA = M = 3.06; NP, 8.87). They had less Sum Shading (CD, Sum Shading = M = 2.13; NP, 3.44), suggesting that they ward off painful affect through acting out. Significantly greater impairment in their adjustment and controls than nonpatients was also observed (CD, CDI = 4 = 72%; NP, 12%). This sample was able to consciously use affect to meet personal goals (CD, D = M = -0.48, AdjD = -0.35; NP, -0.31 & -0.11). Most are not overwhelmed by feeling badly (CD, FM + M < Sum Shading = M = 32%; NP, 14%). They had a limited capacity for control, and as a result may act impulsively, especially in situations that are not well structured (CD, D score < 0 = 43%, AdjD score < 0 = 33%; NP, 11 & 9%). Only 10% of the sample was disorganized and unpredictable in their stress tolerance and controls. This suggests an organized, predictable, and controlled pattern of behavior.
Affect
These adolescents were much less responsive to color than normal 16-year-olds (CD, Sum C = M = 2.41; NP, 6.26). This suggests that, although they consciously experience affect less than nonpatients, when experienced it is less modulated in its expression. This finding is supported by the Pure C responses, which also suggest difficulty with modulating emotions (CD, Pure C > 0 = 22%; NP, 4%). The constraint of affect is similar to their nonpatient counterparts (CD, Sum C' = M = 1.11; NP, 1.15). Their difficulty in modulating affect may lead to avoidance of emotionally provoking situations (CD, Afr < .40 = 48% & Afr < .50 = 25%; NP, 4% & 15%). Because they are less sensitive to their own emotions and to their environment, as well as have a diminished sense of emotional complexity, they may become confused by their emotions (CD, Blends = M = 1.48; NP, 6.11).
Negative emotional experiences related to self-inspection are not problematic for them (CD, Sum V = M = 0.06; NP, 0.19). However, they may sense that something is wrong with their ability to manage their emotions (CD, DEPI = 5 = 14%; NP, 0%). Interestingly, these youth experienced about the same amount of helplessness, anxiety, and tension as other adolescents their age (CD, Sum Y = M = 1; NP, 1.04), and their experiences of anger and resentment are normative (CD, S > 2 = 11%; NP, 13%). Five percent of the sample produced a color projection (CP) response (CD, CP = M = 0.05, NP = 0). This represents a primitive hysterical defense, such as denial and dissociation, which has been a hypothesized link to psychopathy .
Thinking and Processing
This group has mediation and thinking problems and do not see the world as others do (CD, PTI ≥ 3 = 21%, P < 4 = 46%; NP, 1% & 3%). Although they are not prone to intellectualize (CD, 2AB + Art + Ay > 5 = M = 0.98, NP, 1.14), when they do think they evidence cognitive slippage (CD, Level 2 Special Scores > 0 = 22%, NP = 5%). They produce less human movement responses (CD, M = M = 1.27; NP, 4.31), and M-is found more frequently than in normal adolescents (CD, M-= M = 0.30; NP, 0.09). This suggests a reality testing impairment that accompanies human movement, and suggests problems surrounding reasoning, judgment, deliberation, and delay of gratification. Such mediational dysfunction may lead them to make decisions that disregard social demands or expectations (CD, X+% = M = 0.44, X+% < .55 = 71%, Xu% > .20 = 62%; NP = 0.78, 2%, 11%). Poor reality testing is likely to occur regardless of situational cues (X-% = M = 0.28, XA% < 0.70 = 54%, WDA% < .75 = 43%, X-% > .30 = 46%; NP = 0.07, 2%, 1%, 1%).
These adolescents fail to attend to important details as a strategy to simplify their increasingly chaotic world, and as a result may act more impulsively (CD, Zd < -3.0 = 27% Underincorporation; NP, 10%). They strive beyond their abilities (W:M > 3:1) and are intellectually limited (CD, Zf = M = 8.51; NP, 12.61). They are guarded and mistrustful, as well as more conservative and economical in their processing than is typical (DQ + = M = 3.22, W:D:Dd = M = 6.51: 6.56: 3.68; NP = 7.94, 8.96: 11.91: 2.02). Less nonvolitional ideation is observed (CD, FM = M = 2.21, NP, 4.58), and less ideational helplessness, tension, and conf lict is experi-enced than is normal (CD, m = M = 0.57; NP, 1.14). Anger does not play a disruptive role in their cognitive development (CD, S-= M = 0.08; NP, 0.34), which may in part be due to their cognitive simplicity and limited understanding of their emotions.
Self-Perception
With the emotional, cognitive, and processing deficits that these individuals experience, many compare themselves poorly to others and may not meet their own expectations (CD, 3r + [2]/R < .33 = 32%; NP = 7%). A poor capacity for insight and introspection is observed (CD, FD = M = 0.60; NP, 1.31), and acting out may be used in response to a damaged self-image and external locus of control (CD, MOR = M = 1.19; MOR > 2 = 17%; NP, 0.58 & 4%). It has been suggested that these variables may predict the eventual solidification of narcissistic defenses .
Interpersonal
Deficiencies in social and ego coping resources are apparent, and their interpersonal functioning is problematic and ineffective (CD, CDI = 4 = 72%, GHR > PHR = 30%, GHR = M = 1.83; NP, 12%, 79%, 5.29). They do not anticipate positive interactions with others, which is likely inf luenced by past negative interpersonal experiences (CD, COP = 0 = 75%; NP, 14%). This prevents them from developing an inner representation of a mutually cooperative interpersonal world. Acting out is becoming a more acceptable part of their self-identity, and there is an absence of tension surrounding aggressive impulses (CD, AG = 0 = 76%; NP, 24%). These youth struggle with understanding healthy interpersonal relationships and are not very interested in others (CD, H = 0 = 38%; NP, 1%). Their object relations and attachments are impaired (CD, T = 0 = 78%; NP, 9%) and they have a neurotic personality organization, where the integration of good and bad into whole, integrated objects has not yet occurred McWilliams, 1994) . Further, they have less dependency needs than is normative (CD, Fd = M = 0.13; NP, 0.51), although they are not socially isolative (CD, Isolate/R = M = 0.19; NP, 0.16).
High and Low Psychopathy Group Comparisons
In addition to examining the descriptive statistics of this general sample, group comparisons were made to determine if personality patterns emerged according to high and low psychopathy traits. For the overall group comparative sample (n = 29), the average age was 16.69 (SD = 1.14), overall cognitive abilities 76.79 (SD = 9.90), the total number of RIM responses 16.34 (SD = 2.92), and Lambda 1.13 (SD = 0.70). Across both groups, 73% of the subjects were African American (n = 21), 14% were Caucasian (n = 4), 3% were Hispanic (n = 1), and 10% were Bi-racial (n = 3). Results indicate that there were no significant differences between groups in age, ethnicity, cognitive ability, number of responses, or Lambda. In addition, significant differences were not obtained across groups in the self-reported areas of smoking, drug use, and alcohol consumption, as well as known history of violent offenses. Overall percentages of these behaviors across both groups were as follows: 76% were smokers, 68% used drugs, 60% consumed alcohol, and 76% were adjudicated due to violent offenses.
Although a number of RIM variables were examined, due to the high Lambda, low R, and low IQ, many of the inferential statistics utilizing χ² analysis were uninterpretable. Between group comparisons produced two variables that discriminated between high and low psychopathy groups. The first was WSum6 (U = 58.5, p < .05). This variable measures difficulties with ideation and conceptual thinking that may lead to faulty judgment. Those with higher psychopathy scores had a mean rank of 18.62 on this variable, and those with low psychopathy scores had a mean rank of 12.44, suggesting that the high group experienced more difficulties in their cognitive judgments. This is in comparison to Exner's (2001) mean of 4.57 for this variable and supports past research suggesting cognitive deficits with this and other similar populations (e.g., Coram, 1995; Gacono, Meloy, & Bridges, 2000; Hartmann, Norbech, & Gronnerod, 2006; Meloy, Gacono, & Kenney; . There was also a significant difference between low-scoring (frequency = 8) and high-scoring (frequency = 1) groups on the variable FD, x 2 (1, n = 9) = 5.44, p < .05). Such a trend would suggest a more limited capacity for insight and introspection in the high group in comparison to the low group (Exner, 2000) .
There were no significant differences on any of the other RIM variables examined, although the RIM variable "m" presented an interesting trend. Although not significant, frequencies of 5 in the high group and 12 in the low group were revealed, suggesting less felt frustration or tension in the high group (Exner, 2000) . Past research supported similar difficulties for this population (e.g., Gacono et al., 2000; Loving, 1998) .
Discussion
Prior to considering the implications of these findings, it is important to fully consider the response style of this sample. Low R, low IQ, and high Lambda lead to constricted RIM protocols Talkington, 2009 ). Although a difference in the WSum6 and FD variables, as well as trends in the expected direction on "m," were discovered, these impoverished and constricted RIM protocols did not otherwise lend themselves to group comparisons.
Similar to previous findings (e.g., , the configuration of low R, low IQ, and high Lambda limits the interpretation of content-based items. They can, however, be understood as accurate measures of the personality functioning of our individuals. Our subjects are indeed both cognitively and emotionally impoverished. Consequently, the above-mentioned triad accurately ref lects the response style of these individuals ). An alternate, less parsimonious explanation would be that their response style is measuring defensiveness, as documented with adjudicated forensic populations, and it is therefore also just as likely that this profile is an accurate description of youth who are defensive, uninsightful, and lacking the cognitive and emotional resources to interact effectively with their world. However, this has been found to be less prominent in confidential research settings as opposed to forensic ones.
Because of their impoverishment, the RIM variables, beyond being an accurate description of the groups' response style, are not representative of the entire personality functioning of these youth. That is, although the WSum6 and FD were found to differentiate between high and low groups, there may be other relevant findings that were not detected by the analyses. The lack of significance should not be understood as evidence that the RIM is not a useful measure of personality, but rather signifies the fact that these three variables affect RIM production and must be interpreted prior to comparing RIM data to normative samples that are not similarly impacted. What the data do suggest is that, in consideration of this constriction, the significance of the WSum6 and FD variables actually strengthens the weight of these findings, revealing their resilience despite their suppression (Gacono et al., 2001) .
Aside from the constriction and small sample size, nonsignificance may also be attributed to the developmental course of psychopathy that takes place in adolescence, in that certain psychopathic traits may not emerge and become crystallized until later in life. It may then be argued that some aspects of psychopathy may be detected by adolescence, whereas others may not fully emerge until later years (Loving & Russell, 2000) .
These findings have important treatment implications for this population and highlight the need for interventions at a young age. This is particularly the case because youth who are CD and also have psychopathic traits are more likely to engage in violent and delinquent acts in adolescence and early adulthood than those low on psychopathy. They are also more likely to recidivate (Forth et al., 2003; Hemphill et al., 1998) . Further, research suggests that treatment is more effective for this group when implemented at a younger age (Garrido, Esteban, & Molero, 1995) . Because of this high risk, the similar rates of psychopathy in childhood and adolescence to that of adults (Salekin et al., 2004) , and emerging research suggesting the relative stability of psychopathic traits (Crawford, Cohen, & Brook, 2001; Lynam et al., 2009) , proper assessment procedures are important so that variables contributing to aggressive behaviors may be used to inform comprehensive intervention services. Because a small number of offenders commit the majority of crimes, it is likely that their early identification and treatment could prevent the development of chronic criminal careers (Vaughn & Howard, 2005) .
When considering descriptive findings from the overall sample and group comparisons, it is clear that the CD youth show difficulties with emotional modulation, interpersonal disconnect, and distorted reality testing. These difficulties should be a primary target for evidence-based intervention strategies. For example, when considering emotional deficits, the coping style of emotional avoidance should be targeted to prevent relapse. For those with high Lambda, teaching more effective defenses while increasing comfort with affect may be beneficial. If difficulties with emotions lead to problems with reality testing and subsequent acting out, affectively oriented therapies may be appropriate . By building emotional responsiveness, stress tolerance to emotionally provoking situations may develop and help these individ-uals to respond more adaptively (increasing "m"). When considering adolescent onset CD, the individual's identity development and the encouraging of prosocial contact with peers may be a focus of intervention for an individual with emotional and behavioral regulation problems, whereas interventions for the same difficulties in those with childhood onset CD may instead focus on inhibiting impulsive and angry responses. In contrast, if this same child also has callous and unemotional traits, interventions may instead focus on increasing empathetic concern (Frick, 2004) . Furthermore, the students' openness to participation, ability to manage their emotions, available psychological resources, and coping skills should also be considered .
Due to the impact of cognitive impairment and limited insight, processing issues should also be considered when formulating treatment goals and assessing treatment progress . Clinicians should be aware of these difficulties in the absence of another Axis I disorder and address perceptual and thinking problems despite their absence during a routine mental status exam. With this particular population, it should be noted that the perceptual and associative abilities of these children are impaired and disorganized, and that they may become frustrated by therapeutic change processes that utilize cognitive skills, regardless of their IQ . Further, cognitive disruption should be understood in relation to real world behaviors and relationships . For example, when dealing with youth who are guarded, distant, have a limited understanding of their difficulties, and act aggressively in a conf lict-free manner, therapeutic steps may include developing a capacity for insight and introspection (FD), as well as understanding ambiguous situational cues so that they do not misinterpret events due to poor judgment (WSum6). The resulting behavioral outcome should be reduced instances of physical aggression toward others.
In the school setting, discriminating among adolescents with CD has important implications for prevention, management, and treatment considerations, as the majority of youth with CD do not develop lifelong patterns of antisocial behavior. By subtyping among children with CD and understanding the individual dynamics that serve to maintain behaviors, those at high risk may be identified earlier in their development so that appropriate intervention services may be matched to the youth's treatment and educational needs (Gacono & Hughes, 2004) . For example, this may include providing environmental and educational support to target emerging delinquent behaviors, given the high frequency of CD youth in this sample that engaged in violence and substance use.
With respect to the practice of school psychologists, the RIM and PCL: YV may be useful when differentiating ED from SM (Gacono & Hughes, 2004) . Preliminary research supports the use of the RIM in school settings to differentiate students who are ED (Pierce & Penman, 1998) as well as the use of the PCL: YV when assessing youth who are SM. School psychologists should be aware that those high on both psychopathy factors are more likely to be SM, whereas ED students have low trait-based features (Gacono & Hughes, 2004) . For these types of students, the RIM and PCL: YV may prove useful in an adjudicated schoolbased facility where Individualized Education Plan (IEP) teams may use data gleaned from these assessments to developing school-based behavioral plans (Hughes et al., 2007) .
Although research efforts in this area are still developing, this is the first article to provide descriptive data of this population in a school setting. It further adds to the literature by highlighting the use of both the RIM and PCL: YV measures in adolescent populations. In addition, an exploratory cutoff score was used to determine an appropriate psychopathy level for identifying problematic behaviors in a school setting with delinquent youth. Further research in this area may help to clarify what levels of psychopathy warrant consideration in such a setting. Future research endeavors may add to the literature base through the use of larger sample sizes, sampling a general population of students rather than a special education sample, utilizing a female population, implementation of longitudinal studies in this area, and utilizing both crosscultural and updated normative comparisons for interpretive purposes (Meyer, Erdberg, & Shaffer, 2007 
Summary
This study provides RIM and PCL: YV descriptive data for a sample (N = 63) of CD male adolescents in an alternative education school setting. Between group comparisons (N = 29) are also provided according to high and low psychopathy groups. These were examined to determine the effectiveness of select RIM variables in detecting individual differences among these youth. The research is based on the doctoral dissertation completed by Talkington in 2009, and is provided to further understanding of psychopathy and the personality functioning of these youth in a school-based setting. Results indicate that while the Rorschach protocols of these youth accurately ref lect the cognitive and emotional impoverishment of the group (IQ = M = 76.79; R = M = 16.34; Lambda = M = 1.13), their constriction makes them less useful for differentiation based on psychopathy level. Despite these data characteristics, significant differences were found for WSum6 and FD, RIM variables that measure cognitive ideation and insight/introspection. An interesting trend was also observed for the RIM variable "m," which measures felt frustration and tension. Overall findings supported greater difficulties in the high psychopathy group. The emotional, social, and cognitive difficulties of the sample are also discussed and related to treatment implications for this population. By better understanding their personality functioning, this may guide treatment planning and the development of intervention supports for this age group. Talkington 
Resumen
Este estudio aporta datos descriptivos del método Rorschach (Rorschach Inkblot Metod: RIM) y el Listado de Psicopatía: Versión Juvenil (Psychopathy Checklist: Youth Versión: PCL: YV) de una muestra (N = 63) de adolescentes varones con Trastornos de Conducta (Conduct Disordered: CD) que reciben su formación en un contexto educativo alter-nativo. Se establecen comparaciones entre grupos (N = 29) que presentan índices de psicopatía altos y bajos. Se investiga la efectividad en la selección de variables Rorschach útiles para detectar diferencias individuales entre estos jóvenes. El trabajo se basa en la Tesis Doctoral realizada por Talkington en 2009 y se presenta con el objetivo de contribuir a un mejor conocimiento de la psicopatía y el funcionamiento de la personalidad de jóvenes en contextos escolares.
Los resultados indican que los protocolos de Rorschach de estos sujetos ref lejan de manera muy ajustada el empobrecimiento cognitivo y emocional de este grupo (Media de CI = 76.79; Media de R = 16.34; Media de Lambda = 1.13), su constricción los hace menos útiles para una diferenciación de los niveles de psicopatía. A pesar de las características de estos datos, se encontraron diferencias significativas en determinadas variables Rorschach: WSum6 y FD, que miden aspectos de ideación e introspección. También se observó una interesante tendencia en la variable m de Rorschach, relacionada con sentimientos de frustración y tensión. La mayoría de los hallazgos señalan las dificultades más graves en el grupo de nivel alto de psicopatía. Asimismo, se discuten los problemas emocionales, sociales y cognitivos de este grupo y su relación con las implicaciones terapéuticas para esta población. Un mejor conocimiento del funcionamiento de su personalidad, puede servir de guía para la planificación del tratamiento y su evolución en sujetos de esta edad.
